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competitive element In banking. I ask you 
to ponder those pleadings for a moment. 
Even alternative defenses should have some 
consistency. I submit that If there Is no 
Interest In these banks, then, quite simply, 
none will be organized. If there Is no inter- 
est and, therefore, none are organized, there 
will be no competitive threat. 

I believe that many Federal mutual savings 
banks will be organized as a result of this 
legislation. I believe that In time we will 
see an entirely new nationwide thrift sys- 
tem, supplementing the commercial banks 
and savings and loan associations. 

Tills legislation does not contemplate com- 
petitive anarchy, nor even' an entire new sys- 
tem of banks that will suddenly spring full- 
blown from the collective congressional 
brow. 

Under H.R. 2S8, the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board is merely authorized to charter 
these banks if the organizers can demon- 
strate: First, community need: second, prob- 
ability of financial success; and third, no 
destructive competitive effect on existing 
financial Institutions. Therefore, each time 
a charter is sought for one of these banks, 
opponents will have an opportunity to argue 
the merits of the proposed Federal mutual 
savings bank in a specific factual situation 
in a given community. 

The need in many area'; of this country 
for additional thrift facilities Is dramatized 
by the recently organized Alaska Mutual Sav- 
ings Bank. After 1 year In operation In 
Anchorage, it has $4,500,000 In -insets and hae 
made available millions In loans to finance 
homes. 

There are other States in this country, 
nonmutual savings bank States, where the 
number of local financial institutions has 
proven so Inadequate In meeting capital 
demands that mutual savings banks, through 
their out-of -Slate lending programs, have 
loaned to residents of those States $9.1 
billion in home loans. New capital can be 
generated in many, if not all of these States 
through their own local thrift institutions. 
I urge that local mutual savings banks should 
be given a chance, along with local com- 
mercial banks and savings and loan asso- 
ciations, to prove they can do the Job. 

As I have stated, in the months ahead the 
Congress is going to be turning its attention 
to our Nation's banking problems with a 
scrutiny and purpose not seen since the 
early 1630 s. Representatives of the. entire 
financial spectrum, the Comptroller, the 
State supervisors, FDIC, the Federal Home 
Loan Bank Board, will come forward with 
new legislative recommendations. It would 
be a mistake for anyone to misinterpret the 
temper of the Congress. It may well respond 
to many of these widespread demands for 
change. 

In this legislative climate my fellow spon- 
sors and I are determined that the Federal 
Mutual Savings Bank bill will be given its 
day in court 

I will not take your time to relate the 
details of the bill at this time. A summary 
of the bill and a sectlon-by-section analysis 
appear in the Congressional Record. My 
office will make copies available to you upon 
your request therefor. # , 
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Mr. ALGER. Mr. Speaker, what is 


the truth 


tration refuses to tell Congress or the 
American people, but insists on trying to 
make us believe there Is no Russian 
Communist buildup and that we did, 
indeed, win a magnificent victory last 
fall. From all available sources comes 
the information that the Communist 
military buildup continues, that our so- 
called victory was indeed a hollow one 4 ns 
it seems both Khrushchev and Castro 
gained their objectives — we are with- 
drawing our bases In Turkey, we are 
p’ed-ed against invasion of Cuba — and 
at th? reme time Soviet -missiles and 
Soviet troops continue to fortify that 
island. To help establish the record I 
include, as a part of these remarks, the 
following article from US. News & World 
Report of February 11, 1963: 

Why Soviet* Are Rushinq a Military 
Buildup in Cuba 

<It’s more than Just Cuba that Khru- 
shchev la after. The Russian dictator — stlU 
pouring in Soviet troops and weapons — Is 
building up Fidel Castro’s Island as a mlll- 
tary^b-Ace for Communist expansion through- 
out all of Latin America.) 

Cuba, once again, la growing Into a mili- 
tary menace. Soviet arms shipments are 
continuing to arrive in the Red-ruled Island. 
So arc Soviet troops. 

Evidence of that Soviet buildup In Cuba 
has been accumulating for weeks. Now it 
Is clear: Nikita Khrushchev is turning Cuba 
Into a 3ovlet military base of Impressive 
proportions. 

At least 18.700 — possibly 35,000 or more — 
Soviet troops are in Cuba. They are armed 
with Russian-made missiles, planes, tanks, 
submarines, and guns. 

What is Khrushchev up to? Why Is the 
Communist boss building such a huge mili- 
tary base in Fidel Castro’s Cuba? 

As the evidence grows, these Khrushchev 
aims are becoming clear: 

1. Russian troops In Cuba are, first of all, 
an “occupation force.” They serve to keep 
the Cubans — and Castro — In line. They pro- 
tect Cuba’s Communist regime against re- 
volt from within. 

2. Russian military power also serves to 
protect Cuba against invasion from without. 
If the United States should Invade Cuba 
now. it would be fighting against Soviet 
troops. President Kennedy, having missed 
two opportunities to get communism out of 
Cuba, now finds himself facing the possi- 
bility of a major war If he should try again. 

3. Khrushchev is building In Cuba a bass 
for Communist expansion throughout the 
Western Hemisphere. From Cuba, with 
hordes of weapons and hordes of trained 
fighters, he can carry revolution and sub- 
version into one Latin Amertoan country 
after another. 

Behind this alse-up of Soviet activities and 
alms In Cuba la a mounting mass of new in- 
formation. From inside Cuba came such re- 
ports as these : 

On January 35. a large Soviet ship loaded 
with military equipment docked in Havana's 
harbor. 

That same day. 1,500 Russians In military 
uniforms arrived by ship at another Cuban 
port. 

Officially, the Kennedy administration is 
cautious In assessing the significance of such 
reports. On January 31, the Defense Depart- 
ment confirmed that two large Soviet ships 
arrived In Cuba but said: "There Is no evi- 
dence that either carried offensive weapons." 

Defense Secretary Robert McNamara said: 
“Since removal of the missiles, our coverage 
has not revealed the existence of strategic 
weapons systems in Cuba." 

Cuban exile leaders, however, chaljenge the 
claim that all of Khrushchev’s offensive mia- 


On the basis qf underground Intelligence 
reports from inside Cuba, these exile leaders 
say that 44 medium- and intermediate -range 
missiles still remain fh Cuba, hidden in caves. 

Tb* picture of Cuba that these under- 
ground reports paint is one of an Island that 
already has become a huge and well-etockcd 
military base. 

8et out in the chart on this page is ths 
underground’s count of Soviet weapons and 
troops in Cuba. This count, the underground 
leaders maintain, Is conservative. 

Russians are not the only foreign troops in 
Cuba. 

There is in Cuba an organization called 
the International Brigade. Its members 
are mostly Latin Americans brought into 
Cuba for training In sabotage and guerrilla 
warfare. Their trainers are Russian*, Czechs, 
Red Chinese, and Spanish Republicans who 
fought in Spain’s civil war. 

Men of the International Brigade are 
known as special mission forces. Their 
special mission Is to go back to their home 
countries In Latin America and spread revo- 
lution, start wars of national liberation. 

The Communist idea is to avoid using Cu- 
bans to Invade other nations in the Western 
Hemisphere because that would almost cer- 
tainly bring retaliation by the United States 
and Organization of American States. 

An underground report on the Communist 
organization for subversion in L«tiu America 
has been given to U.8. News & World Report 
by Manuel A. de Varona, a member of the 
Cuban Revolutionary Council. That report 
says: 

"There is a Revolutionary Command for 
Latin America In charge of directing mili- 
tary action throughout the continent. This 
command Is International in character and 
was created in Havana, in 1959, under the 
personal supervision of Soviet Col. Jaroelav 
Volenkesky. Chinese Lin Chiao Yen and the 
Spanish Gen. Alberto Bayo. Che Guevara 
fa top Castro aide) and Raul Castro (Fidel’s 
brother! belong to this command. 

"Its mission is to prepare armed action in 
the Caribbean area, with ramifications in all 
parts of the continent. This action is not 
planned for Invasion from abroad, but for 
what the Communists call ‘national-libera- 
tion wars,’ which consist of Invading from 
within with a strong decisive support from 
abroad." 

The International Brigade, according to 
this report, ’ operates under the direction of 
the Revolutionary Command ” 

In addition to Its training bases In Cuba, 
the Brigade is said to have operation bases — 
with guerilla groups and stores of arms — In 
Mexico, Guatemala, Honduras, Costa Rica 
and Venezuela. 


stirrers or trouble 
Numerous acts of troublemaking 


and 




s&btotage In 10 Latin -American countries are 
attributed to this International outfit. So is 
a plot to blow up installations in New York 
City which was uncovered last November. 

With all these troops and weapons In 
Cuba, the Soviet Union now Is engaged In a 
vast building program there. Military bar- 
racks are going up. Radio transmitters 
military telephone line* are being installed. 

Biggest Russian troop Concentrations is 
reported near the town of Remedtos, In Las 
Villas Province. There work is being rushed 
at top speed. Remedlos recently ran short of 
water because the military construction was 
using up Its supply 

Directing the show for the Russians 
according to underground Intelligence, are 
five Soviet generals. 

Head man is Identified as Gen. C. O. 81az- 
enko. He has set up headquarters on the 
top 3 floors of a 20-story building in 
Havana. 

Now, only 3 months after most Americans 
thought Khrushchev had agreed to pull out 
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The Russians are digging in to stay. 

Soviet Military Strength in Cuba — an 
Underground Inteixigxnck Report 

The following figure® on Soviet armed 
strength, in Cuba come from Intelligence 
reports of anti- Castro underground organi- 
zations working inside Cuba: 

Troops: At least 18,700 Russians, perhaps 
as many aa 85.000. Including 6 Soviet 
generals. 

Missiles: Soviet removed 43. but 44 me- 
dium- and intermediate-range missiles are 
reported still In Cuba, bidden in caves, 
manned by Russians. In addition, 140 or 
more ground-to-*i*or ground - to-aea missiles 
are In Cuba. All missiles are capable of car- 
rying nuclear warheads. 

Planes: 184 Mig fighters have been 
counted, capable of carrying nuclear bomba 
Into the United States. Also In Cuba are 37 
Soviet transport planes, 83 Soviet, helicopters. 
No jet bombers are known to remain In 
Cuba. 

Submarines: 13 to 15 Soviet submarines 
are manned by Russians, operate from at 
least 4 new Russian-built bases. 

Tanka: 360 Soviet-made T-34's and T-64’«. 

Patrol boats : 33, including 9 with launch- 
ers for nuclear rockets. 

Guns: 1,900 artillery pieces, 3,300 antiair- 
craft guns, 2,720 mortars, 425,000 rifles and 
small arms. 
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Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, pur- 
suant to permission granted, I insert Into 
the Appendix of the Record an article by 
Mr. Richard M. Titmuss. professor of 
social administration at the University 
of London and the head of the Depart- 
ment of Social Science and Administra- 
tion at the London School of Economics, 
on what British doctors really think 
about socialized medicine, appearing in 
this month’s issue of Harper’s magazine. 

The article does a great deal to dispel 
some of the quaint Action disseminated 
by the American Medical Association 
about the British Health Service, which 
they so blandly attack so regularly and 
hold up as such a fearful bugaboo to the 
people of our country; 

What British Doctors Reallt Think About 
Socialized Mkdicin* 

(By Richard M. Tttmuss) 

At the end of a 2 months* visit to the 
United States, from the west to the east, I 
am left with one clear Impression. The ex- 
tent and character of misconceptions about 
the British Health Service are really quite 
startling, particularly when one remembers 
our common language and democratic val- 
ue*. and our common Interest in combining 
the freedom of doctor and patient In the 
provision of medical care. 

At the same time I encountered a deep 
sense of frustration about the power of or- 
ganized medicine in the United States and 
widespread feelings of helplessness aud 
cynicism In the face of rising medical costs. 
It is not for me to explain the cause of this 
disquietude. But were I an American citi- 
zen, I would fear for the good name of medi- 


cine. In California, for Instance, I learned 
that a young doctor has to pay around 8820 
a year for malpractice Insurance. In Britain 
the comparable figure is 85 

Since 1948 when tha British Health Serv- 
ice Act was adopted, an unbelievable quan- 
tity of generalized Ink has been spilled on 
the subject; and It has run Into the Atlantic 
from both sides. During my stay In the 
United States I heard most of the familiar 
arguments — that the quality of medical care 
baa deteriorated; that doctors have been 
turned into minor bureaucrats and are so 
unhappy about their condition that they are 
fleeing the country In large numbers; that 
the general practitioner has lost status; that 
the Health Service unleashed a torrent of 
demand and Is bankrupting the country. 

Leaving aside the more piquant and color- 
ful statements, my purpose here is simply 
to set the record straight. Some of the 
major lessons of the Health Service can be 
illustrated by a rather simple story. 

A few years ago I was Involved in a medi- 
cal and sociological study of the structure 
and functions of general (family) practice in 
Britain. For 8 months I spent a good part 
of each day sitting in a doctor’s office record- 
ing, minute by minute, what took place In 
each consultation. There was one patient 
I remember — let us call her Mrs. Smith — 
who appeared regularly every Monday morn- 
ing for about 3 months. She was an el- 
derly widow, living alone on her old-age pen- 
sion, who suffered from chronic heart dis- 
ease. After full diagnostic investigation, the 
treatment consisted of a drug containing 
digitalis and a certain amount of social- 
woTk aid. 

The core of the matter, however, was to 
find the light dosage; to adapt the therapy 
to the biology of the unique individual; to 
find the level of stabilization; to avoid harm- 
ful side effects; to keep Mrs. Smith out of 
the hospital. This is a usual problem to- 
day In the use of many new and potent 
drugs. To solve it requires regular and fre- 
quent contact between doctor and patient. 

Mrs. Smith’s doctor was asked to com- 
ment on the effects of the Health Service 
on his practice. “Before the act," he said, 
“I would have had to carry on a private 
soliloquy with myself as to whether I could 
ask Mrs. Smith to see me regularly for a 
longlsh period/ She might have thought I 
was more interested in collecting more fees 
than in the condition of her heart. I did 
not want her to think this of me — after all, 
I am a doctor. But unless I could see her 
often I could not explain all the facts, about 
the action of the drug. We could communi- 
cate less — a restriction of the patient’s free- 
dom. Now, on the Health Service, our re- 
lationship is more open. I can say what 
I professionally think.” 

This doctor was consciously separating the 
professional and financial elements in his 
life. Essentially, he was talking about self- 
respect: his self-respect (the basis of pro- 
fessional behavior); the patient's self-re- 
spect (the basis of personal freedom); mu- 
tual respect (the basis for effective medical 
care) . Self-realization in modern society de- 
pends on the building of a hundred and one 
such tiny acts of self-respect. We cannot 
organize them; we can only so arrange our 
affairs as to make more of them possible. 

The single most important effect of the 
Health Service Act In 1948 was that it 
abolished the financial barrier between 
patient and doctor. This was the first 
principle set down in the wartime coalition 
government's white paper of 1944; to di- 
vorce the care Of health from questions 
of personal means or other factors irrelevant 
to it/* 

Another basic principle of the Health 
Service was to provide medical care that 
would he comprehensive (l.e., meet all of 
the individual’s health needs) and of High 


quality. This has not been an easy goal to 
achieve. A major obstacle has been the 
fact that many of our hospital buildings in 
Britain are ancient. About 45 percent of 
them were erected before 1891 and, with 
Victorian solidity, they were built to last 
Hospital construction stopped in 1939 and 
during the first 10 years of the service little 
money was spent on new hospitals. This 
was due partly to the priorities In capital 
investment given after the war to houses and 
schools, and partly to the sustained attacks 
on the Health Service for being too costly. 
By the middle 1950’s, however, it was found 
that Britain was spending a lower propor- 
tion of its national Income on medical care 
than in 1948. It Is now argued that Britain 
Is not spending enough, and the rate of 
hospital building ha* been stepped up. 1 

Moreover, 3 months ago the Government 
published a 10-year national plan for hos- 
pital development. This envisages the re- 
placement of over 40 percent of all existing 
hospitals; the construction of many new gen- 
eral hospitals with a total of about 150,000 
beds; the closing of many small and spe- 
cialist hospitals; the eventual abolition of 
large mental hospitals; and a great expan- 
sion in home and community care for the 
mentally ill and disabled. 

Britain's hospitals have been nationalized 
which means the distinction between vol- 
untary and public Institutions has been 
virtually wiped out. But this change has 
not Introduced centralized ministerial rule 
Into our hospital system. In practice it 
meant no more than a reshuffling of the 
same people who had always ruif the hos- 
pitals —the unpaid volunteers who had 
acquired some expert knowledge, plus a 
much higher proportion from the medical 
profession. 

At present, except for a handful of private 
hospitals and clinics, Britain’s 8,000 or so 
hospitals are run by some 400 hospital man- 
agement committees on which doctors have 
at least a quarter of the seats (all professional 
matters are entirely in the hands of doctors) . 
The committees also Include local govern- 
ment officials and people who had been gov- 
ernors of voluntary hospitals before 1948. 

Since the early 1960's there have been as 
many unpaid volunteers in health activities 
as ever. If not more — though, it should be 
remembered, they now spend very little of 
their time In the fund-raising fehich occu- 
pies so much of the energies of health vol- 
unteers In the United States. 

Illustrative of the role of the volunteer in 
Britain is the National Blood Transfusion 
Bervloe— an increasingly vital element in 
modem hospital care, surgery, and highway- 
casualty treatment. The number of blood 
donations, freely and volutary given by mem- 
bers of the public, has risen steadily from 

384.000 in 1948 to 1.024,000 In I960. The 
number of effective blood donors rose from 

374.000 in 1948 to 854,000 Individuals in 
19G0. This service Is also largely run by 
voluntary organizations and unpaid helpers. 
Blood iransfusions are used In the hospit- 
als without distinguishing between public 
and private patients. (About 2 percent of 
the beds In British hospitals are set aside 
for private patients who pay in full for 
accommodations and service. In general, the 
supply of such beds has met the demand for 
them.) 

Most of the medical staffs of all hospitals 
are paid on a part-time or sessional basis. 
Of all qualified and practicing British doc- 
tors, around 40 percent are full-time sal- 
aried. Suprislngly to some people, that is 
only about 5 percent or bo higher than the 
proportion of full-time salaried doctors In 
the United States. 

So far as the genera) practitioner or family 
doctor is concerned, we In Britain have held 
onto the conception of personal physicians 
as the first line In medical care. This is con- 
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trary to the trend In the States where, I am 
told, the family doctor Is a disappearing 
category. About one- half of all British med- 
ical students now enter general practice. All 
members of a family are free tp chooee and 
change their doctors and some 08 percent of 
the population now have the family doctor 
of their choice under the Health Service. 
The remaining 5 percent or so of the popula- 
tion get medical car* privately either by pay- 
ing doctors’ bills directly cm*, more generally, 
through membership In nonprofit prepay- 
ment scheme*. According to the code laid 
down by th* British Medical Association, 
patients must not go dlrec.tly to specialists or 
consultants grlthout first being seen and re- 
ferred by general practitioners. 

Each general practitioner is restricted to a 
celling of 3.500 Health Service patients— a 
figure too high In the opinion of many 
people. In addition, they may have aa many 
private patient* as they like. Between 1948 
and 1980. the average number of Health Serv- 
ice patients on doctors’ lists fell considerably 
and Is now 2.300. 1 

Doctors are paid on a capitation basis, 
receiving an annual payment for each 
patient accepted. There Is ft special “load- 
ing” (l.e.. an additional payment per capita) 
to favor doctors with medium-sized lists and 
to taper off rewards for larger practices. 
There are also built-in Incentives to partner- 
ship* and group practices, payments for the 
training of assistants, special fees for 
maternity services, for clinic sessions at local 
maternity and child-welfare centers, for 
part-time school and factory work, for part- 
time posts in hospitals, and for new entrants 
in underdoctored areas. 

A particularly important innovation is a 
payment to doctors who attend postgraduate 
and refresher courses. One of my more 
amusing medical friends said recently (In 
talking about scientific advances in medi- 
cine) : “If you now go away for the weekend 
you are out of date on Monday.** Last year 
13 percent of ail general practitioner* in 
Britain attended a postgraduate course and 
received a public grant to help pay for a 
substitute. In 1348 the figure was only 5 
percent. 

At the outset, doctors, being highly organ- 
ised, did not take kindly to change — whether 
caused by political, administrative, or scien- 
tific factors — and in this respect they are 
no different from workers In other profes- 
sions and trade unions exposed to changes 
Induced by technology, cybernetics, and sci- 
ence, But over the years the discontent* of 
the medical profession has diminished.* And 
certainly the health service has brought 
about a better geographical distribution of 


* No precise comparison with an American 
doctor's private practice Is possible. Assum- 
ing, however, that each patient on the British 
doctor’s panel of 3,300 is seen 4 times a 
year, this would amount to 9,200 visits an- 
nually. It Is estimated that a typical gen- 
eral practitioner in the United States sees 35 
to 30 patients a day, amounting to 8,000 to 
7.000 a year. (See “Doctors, Patients, and 
Health Insurance by Herman M. and Anne 
R Somers. Washington, the Brookings In- 
stitution. 1901, pp. 49-60.) — The Editors. 

* Experts from nine British medical asso- 
ciations completed a 4-year atjidy of the 
health service In October 1903. This com- 
mittee found the service essentially sound 
rl though a number of operating Improve- 
ments were recommended. Chiefly, the com- 
mittee urged a greater voice for physicians 
in administrative matters and a reduction 
In the maximum number of health service 
patients on each general practitioner’s list. 
Concurrently, the committee released the re- 
sults of a Gallup poll which showed that 89 
percent of the people questioned were satis- 
fied with the health service. 
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doctors. This trend toward territorial Jus- 
tice (as l call it) has been accompanied by 
a movement for more doctors to wort: in 
partnerships and group practice. By 1900 
the percentage had risen bo just over 70. At 
the same time general 
made more attractive by a policy of throwing 
open (known as open accem) toe X-ray, 
pathological, and other diagnostic facilities 
of the hospital. This means that general 
practitioners have the right to send their 
patients direct to these department* and to 
get the report* back quickly. 

This policy has helped to avoid the waste- 
ful duplication of expensive diagnostic 
equipment and to make possible a more 
rational use of pathologists and other scarce 
specialist*. The complex diagnostic proce- 
dures of modern medicine can no longer 
be successfully interpreted by the ^erage 
doctor or small local hospital. It is a _job 
for the expert. The health service has been 
able to deploy more widely the benefits of 
medicine’s technological skills. The remov- 
al of financial barriers has aided this process; 

*o too has the removal of political and ad- 
ministrative boundaries. For example, it is 
possible under the service for a child in 
the north of Scotland suffering from a rare 
form of spinal disease to be sent to a Lon- 
don specialist hospital without any book- 
keeping or financial problem*. 

What of the demand for medical care? or 
course, we still have unmet needs: waiting 
lists at hospitals (mainly for tonsillectomies 
and other “cold” surgical cases), Inadequate 
hospital buildings, too many old people In 
hospitals for chronic illness, not enough 
nurses, psychiatrists, and other health work- 
ers. and w on. What, Indeed. Is the limit 
in more prosperous societies to demands for 
medical care? This Is an almost metaphysi- 
cal question applicable to all Western socie- 
ties. How then can one judge whether there 
been “abuse” of a free-on-demand health 

^ScTfar as the general practitioner is con- 
cerned. we can at least say that expr^sed 
demands for his services are no higher than 
they were before 1948. Measured statisti- 
cally In terms of sll consultations (office and 
home) demand U somewhat lower than In 
the 1930's — around four consultations s yesr 
per patient* Moreover, general practitioners 
now have fewer night cases, le» weekend 
work, s mall er quantities of certificates, forms, 
accounts to deal with, and no unpaid 
bills. Over one-third of all consultations 
place In the patient’s home- — thus help- 
ing the family doctor to take account of 
social factors in diagnosis and treatment. 
The comparable home visit figure in the 
States Is around 10 percent. 

There is thus no evidence erf Inordinate 
demand* on the family doctor since MW. 
The removal of the financial disciplines of 
the private market has not had the conse- 
quences that were feared. ■ 

So far as the hospital is concerned, there 
has been a striking fall in the average length 
of stay of patients although treatment is 
free .for 98 percent of the population. In 
Britain aa In the United StAtes. some 40 per- 
cent of all hospital beds have been occupied 
by mental patients. However, this picture Is 
changing rapidly thanks to a new and revo- 
lutionary Mental Health Act passed In 1959. 
which makes practically all admissions free 
and voluntary; and thanks also to the grow- 
ing use of the mental hospital as a therapeu- 
tic short-stay Instrument, the development 
of short -stay mental units In general hospi- 
tals, scientific advances in the treatment of 
schizophrenia, a new research interest In the 
chemical functioning of the nervous system 
in relation to mental illness, and the draw- 
ing together, clinically and administratively, 
of physical and psychological medicine. 

AH these trends mean that we Can now 
envisage the disappearance of the vast, out- 
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worn, archaic, recumbent mental Institu- 
tions of the past. Only 20 years ago, by a 
patient’s 1 1th year pf residence in a mental 
hospital the odds were 100 to 1 against his 
discharge from the hospital. Today, in 
Britain, the chances are almost 100 to 1 
against a patient’s remaining In a mental 
hospital after 3 years. 

This, I think, is one of the most important 
lessons we have learned sines 1948. Without 
the Health Service, it would not have been 
possible to move on a national scale toward 
the Integration of physical and psychologi- 
cal medicine. One could not grow without 
the other. To separate the two profession- 
ally, administratively, and financially — to 
regard mental Illness, organisationally, aa a 
“bad risk” — is to promote the growth of the 
“Institution all*ed” personality, a dead end 
for patients, a dead end for doctors. 

The corollary of this change in medical 
shift from the institution to th* 
home— calls for more community care serv- 
ices. Apart from the problems of finance, 
this, in my view, is th* biggest challenge In 
Britain In the field of medical care. 

One criticism of the Service that is still 
heard Is that the cost was seriously under- 
estimated. Of course it was. Twenty years 
ago, when the original estimates were made 
by the Government, no one could predict the 
scientific advances that have changed the 
fate of medicine In two decades. 

In 1949-50, the first full year of the Serv- 
ice, the gross cost to public funds was 3 A 
percent of the gross national product. This 
figure fell slowly to 3.2 In 1955 and has since 
risen to 3.0 In I960. (In the United States 
In 1958-60 total public and private expendi- 
tures for medical and health care were esti- 
mated at 5.4 percent of the gross national 
product.) Clearly. Britain has not been 
overspending on medical care. Public de- 
mand for a free service and the rising costs 
of new drugs have certainly not bankrupted 
the nation. We have learned, however, that 
we shall have to spend more on building new 
hospitals, in training more social' wcricers, 
and in developing community care services. 

We have also learned in Britain to respect 
the political and trade-union power of the 
medical profession. The lost Royal Com- 
mission on Doctors' Earnings, reporting in 
1980, showed that, compaipd with other 
high-income groups, doctors hod done wtB 
out of th* Health Service, Between th* ages 
of 30 and 88. for example (and disregarding 
the benefits of a generous pension sdheme 
and heavily subsidised medical training), 
medical specialists and consultant# sained 
substantially more than aoountants, actu- 
aries. lawyer*, architects, university teachers, 
and all university graduates 4h Industry. 
There Is no lack of young people Iri Britain 
who want to be doctors. The real problem 
for the deans of the medical schools has been 
how to select and how to restrict (as they 
have done) the number of candidates ac- 
cepted for training. 

It has been alleged recently that over 
0QO doctors are leaving Britain every year. 
It is further said they are refugee# from 
socialised medicine. But such statements 
fall to point out that these' estimates 
Include graduates from British medical 
schools born and brought up overseas (In- 
cluding the United States of America, Can- 
ada, Ireland, and many other countries), 
British doctors working temporarily with the 
World Health Organization in hospitals and 
posts In Africa and other parts of the un- 
derdeveloped world, and British doctors 
doing graduate and research work overseas. 
Wrongly Included In these estimates (Incau- 
tiously bandied about by the American 
Medical Association) are Slso substantial 
numbers of British -trained women doctors 
marrying oversea citizens and emigrating, 
and many categories of British doctors of 
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America as, In a Grumman module, accom- 
plish one of the oldest dreams of mankind — 
to reach themoon. 


TAX DEDUCTION FOR COLLEGE 
EDUCATION 

(Mr. BOW the request of Mr. 
Beer mann ) was given permission to ex- 
tend his remarks at this point In the 
Record and to include extraneous 
matter.) 

Mr. BOW. Mr. Speaker, amid all of 
the talk febout the necessity of increas- 
ing opportunities for young people to 
attend college, too little attention has 
been given to the incentives that can be 
provided through the Federal tax laws. 

I am introducing today a bill that will 
allow a special Income-tax deduction for 
the expenses of a college education. 

It is a simple and certain method of 
easing the burden of college expenses 
and it can be enacted speedily. 

Of all of the programs the Federal 
Oovemment might adopt to encourage 
higher education, I believe this Is the 
most practical and the moat helpful. 

My bill will permit the student, his 
parents, or any other individual who is 
paying the expenses of a college student, 
to deduct, up to $1,000 each year, the 
actual cost of tuition, books, special fees 
and the difference between the cost of 
living at a college and the cost of living 
at home. 

My bill would lift a tremendous bur- 
den from young people who are attempt- 
ing to support themselves while studying. 
It would mean the difference between 
success and failure for parents of modest 
means who wish to send their children 
to college. 

In addition, I believe it would encour- 
age thousands of people in the higher 
income brackets to give assistance to 
deserving but needy youngsters. 

It will be noted that my bill is more 
generous than others that have been in- 
troduced. 

Some of them propose a tax credit for 
a percentage of the expenses of a college 
education. Some of them propose a de- 
duction for tuition or books only, or a 
deduction so limited that it would have 
little value to the persons most in need 
of help. There are other systems, but it 
seems to me that all of these are only 
halfway measures. 

If we truly wish to encourage and as- 
sist our bright youngsters in college, we 
should make the most liberal allowance 
so that most of the expenses of attending 
the average college will be covered. 


C 



CUBA 

(Mr. CRAMER asked . a&d was given 
permission to address the House for S 
minutes, and to revise and extend his 
remarks and Include extraneous matter.) 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
concerned, as I have been for some time 
now, over the inability of this adminis- 
tration to come forth with a basic policy, 
an effective plan of action, to rid this 
hemisphere of the Castro and Commu- 
nist menace. . _ _ . 

Neither^W^^fc l 
can be satisfied with the on-agaln off- 


agaln approach th dealing with Castro 
that the administration has apparently 
adopted. And neither I, nor the people 
of America, want to wait until the 1964 
presidential campaign for further dra- 
matic action by the administration di- 
rected toward ridding this hemisphere 
of the Communist menace. Yesterday, 

I introduced House Joint Resolution 227 
calling for implementation of the Mon- 
roe Doctrine. 

This will be the second of many re- 
marks I intend to make on the Cuban 
situation. I am doing so, because I am 
concerned. 

Concerned, Mr. Speaker, because our 
record of failure in dealing with Castro 
is unparalleled in the history of our Na- 
tion. Concerned because this adminis- 
tration is apparently willing to acquiesce 
in the Communist exchange of the Mon- 
roe Doctrine for the Khrushchev doc- 
trine in this hemisphere. Concerned 
because there is in existence, only 90 
mllds from our shores, a Communist na- 
tion whose military might is second only 
to ours in this hemisphere. Concerned, 
Mr. Speaker, because this great travesty 
continues because of the acquiescence 
by inaction of this administration. 

In the fall of I960, when it became 
abundantly clear that Castro’s true colors 
were red and thousands of refugees had 
already swarmed to Florida’s shores, I 
proposed what I considered to be two 
logical and Initial steps necessary to rid 
this hemisphere of the Castro menace. 

First, I proposed the recognition of a 
free, non-Communist refugee govern- 
ment- in -exile; and, secondly, a military 
blockade of Cuba to halt the Inshipment 
of arms and war materiel. Although we 
have recently witnessed a quarantine 
which was too quickly lifted, we have yet 
to see initiated any real effort to unite 
and back the Cuban refugees living in 
the United States and elsewhere in order 
to win back the freedom of Cuba. This 
Is an effort which is essential if Castro 
is to eventually be toppled and the Pearl 
of th Antilles freed. 

The President, in a dramatically staged 
address to the Cuban refugees in Miami’s 
Orange Bowl recently, pledged that the 
flag of the invading forces will once again 
hang in Havana. How does the Presi- 
dent propose to do this? Mail It to Cas- 
tro and hope he will change his colors by 
flying it? 

I do not say this to be facetious, Mr. 
Speaker, but it Is becoming disturbingly 
clear that Cuban refugees, should they 
again attempt to invade Cuba, would 
fail so long as they remain disunited and 
unsupported. 

Unless the various Cuban refugee fac- 
tions are united under a common banner, 
they will remain ineffectual. And the 
obvious way to unite them is by recog- 
nizing a Cuban govemment-ln-exile. It 
is an exiled government, with the help of 
the United States, that could and prop- 
erly should become the instrument be- 
hind the forces which will someday 
regain their freedom on Cuban soil. 

In a query to the State Department 
in March of last year, I asked why. in 


of a Cuban government-ln-exlle, no ac- 


tion along these lines has been taken sub- 
sequent to his election. 

I received the following in reply from 
the State Department: 

The recognition of a government of Cuba 
in exile at this time U not In the national 
interest of the United States because neither 
the Government of Switzerland nor any other 
government could then represent US. in- 
terests before the Castro regime. Were a 
government in exile formed, and should the 
United States recognize such a government, 
the United States would .have to look to that 
government and not the Castro government 
for the fulfillment of Cuban obligations. 

I had been laboring under tlie impres- 
sion that we had withdrawn diplomatic 
recognition of Red Cuba while all this 
time, we, as a nation, are continuing to 
transact business with the Castro gov- 
ernment, through a middleman. 

I must submit the State Department’s 
reply as a classic example of the fuzzy 
thinking going on in this administration. 

Where, then, does this country stand 
today regarding Cuba? The naval quar- 
antine was prematurely withdrawn in 
that reliable sources tell us that missiles 
may still be hidden in the caves of Cuba’s 
mountainous provinces because of the 
lack of actual inspection. In future re- 
marks, I will point out where these mis- 
siles could be hidden— *that can only be 
disproved by adequate inspection, par- 
ticularly with our poor intelligence facil- 
ities in well guarded western Cu^a. 

Castro, as a result of the quarantine, is 
more firmly entrenched than ever before 
and he has had suggested U.S. assur- 
ances that this country will guarantee 
his Island against invasion. 

President Kennedy has announced 
that we are going to withdraw our 
missiles from Turkey, and naturally 
poses the question whether thia is an 
aftermath of the Cuban crisis. Another 
concession? 

Cuba continues to be an armed and 
highly effectual Russian military instal- 
lation, a disturbing, undisputed fact. 

And, the most unfortunate link on this 
long chain of disturbing elements, we 
have paid through lost tax revenues and 
other gimmicks indemnity to a foreign 
power by ransoming the Bay of Pigs 
invaders. 

Under an administration that appar- 
ently has more respect for histrionics 
than history, the President’s brother has 
reopened the Bay of Pigs Invasion in an 
attempt to rewrite the history of that 
abortive invasion. 

“No air cover was promised," is the 
latest cry of our image-conscious admin- 
istration. "Not true," say the vast ma- 
jority of reliable witnesses and invaders. 

I am at this time, under unanimous 
consent, inserting the following editorials 
on this subject In the Record: 

[From the Tampa Tribune. Jan. 9. 1968 1 
Now What'* thi Poucrt 
Adlai Stevenson, U.S. Ambassador to the 
United Nations, and Soviet Deputy Premier 
Vasily V. Kuznetsov have called it quits. 
Their efforts to achieve a settlement of the 
Cuban problem have reached an impasse. 

This end could have been foretold when 
the United States too hastily lifted Its naval 
blockade of Cuba before Soviet Premier 
carried out bis promise to 
clear mlssilea and bombers 
from the island under international Inspec- 
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tlon. With no club hanging over their 
heads, the Soviets felt free to welsh on their 
promises. The United States cannot be cer- 
tain that all the offensive weapons were re- 
moved, nor are there any assurances that 
they won’t be returned. 

To be sure, some missiles and bombers 
were removed. But there are still some 
16.000 to 17,000 Russian troops lh Cuba who 
appear to be running Fidel Castro** military 
establishment, the second largest In the 
Western Hemisphere. The island Is still In 
the hands of a Moscow-run Communist re- 
gime and poses a Bhafp threat to hemispheric 
security. 

The queetion, then, is what next in Cuba? 
Officially the answers are mushier than the 
swamps at the Bay of Pigs. 

President Kennedy has promised to try to 
halt Communist subversion of Cuba’s neigh- 
bors. He told the ransomed invasion prison- 
ers in Miami that “the Cuban people shall 
someday be truly free.” He didn't, however, 
date this promissory note. Secretary of 
State Dean Rusk says that the Immediate 
future of Cuba “is not easy to predict,” but 
adds that “this hemisphere cannot accept 
a Marxlst-Leninist penetration by forces 
from outside our hemisphere.” He terms 
Cuba “unfinished business.” 

These pronouncements have a dreamlike 
quality about them which 'eaves the Impres- 
sion that if well ignore Cuba it will Just 
disappear; that the passage of time alone 
will neutralize the Communist threat. 

Indeed, there appears to be one school of 
thought In Washington that holds that the 
leadership in Cuba Is so torn between pro- 
Moscow and pro-China forces that Castro, 
or perhaps a replacement, will emerge as a 
Tito- like Communist. Presumably such a 
leader would be more acceptable to the 
United 8tatea and Latin American nations. 

One report has it that, President Goulart 
of Brazil is attempting to wean Castro away 
from his Moscow ties in return for hemis- 
pheric economic aid. 

It Is Inconceivable that the State Depart- 
ment would ever entertain such an approach. 
After the recent treachery in which Castro 
permitted Cuba to become a missile base 
from which much of the hemisphere was 
placed under nuclear threat, he cant be 
scrubbed clean again no matter how stiff 
the brush. 

Second, the theory that Castro can be 
weaned away from Moscow 1* the wildest 
kind of speculation. Cuba Is both an eco- 
nomic and military slave of Ruaela, costing 
Khrushchev a million dollars a day. Any- 
one who believes he Is going to give up this 
investment without a struggle Is as fuzzy- 
headed as those who believe that Castro may 
be a Tito in disguise. 

It should be the announced policy of the 
United States to free Cuba of Its Communist 
rulers within the shortest period possible. 
If It is not to be done by direct military 
action, then it must be achieved by all means 
short of war. All the economic and political 
resources at the command of the United 
States and Latin America must be brought 
to bear to resolve the issue as quickly as 
possible. 

The people of Cuba indeed must be truly 
free. But time alone will not loosen the 
Communist grip. Nor will wishful thinking. 
Cuba will be freed only by dedicated effort. 
We already have wasted too much time. 

[From the Tampa Tribune, Jan. 14. 1963 f 


engaged In one of the most devious and 
slippery operations the Federal Government 
has ever undertaken. 

Throughout the negotiation* the adminis- 
tration contended that it wu in no way In- 
volved, insisting that successful release of 
the prisoners would be a “private effort by 
private citizens." It sought to lead the pub- 
lic to believe that the Federal Government 
would contribute nothing to the ransom pot; 
that the Nation's food processors and phar- 
maceutical houses were voluntarily donating 
$53 million worth of goods with no pressure 
from the Government. 

This obviously was not the truth. The 
Kennedy administration was up to Its neck 
in the operation. And still is. 

Now It has come to light that the Gov- 
ernment not only contributed to the ransom 
payments but broke its own trade embargo 
on Cuba. 

When It came time to add up the supplies 
UB. producers had “donated,” It was found 
that the amount of foods was not sufficient 
to meet Fidel Castro's demand. So the De- 
partment of Agriculture agreed to chip in 
6 million pquads of surplus dried milk and 
is preparing to send 15. million pounds more. 

The surplus milk is owned by the U.8. 
taxpayers, who paid for it through the farm 
subsidy program. It Is an express declara- 
tion of policy by Congress that no surplus 
food be sent to Communist- dominated 
countries. 

Administration officials sidestep this dec- 
laration by arguing that the dried milk con- 
tribution Is not a “government- to- govern- 
ment deal” since the milk was first turned 
over to the American Red Cross. Thus the 
specious argument goes that the Kennedy 
administration Is not giving the milk to 
Castro, the Red Cross Is. 

Furthermore. Government officials say that 
the Red Cross expects the Cuban Families 
Committee to raise the funds to reimburse 
the Department of Agriculture. But any- 
one who thinks the Committee will raise 
$3,800,000 to pay for the milk Is kidding 
himself. It couldn't even raise the $2,900,- 
000 Castro demanded for the 60 prisoners 
released last summer. This money had to 
be rounded up by Attorney General Robert 
Kennedy and General Lucius Clay to pre- 
vent the ransom deal from falling through 
at the last moment. 

But If the Kennedy administration has 
been playing fast and loose with the Gov- 
ernment’s dried milk supply It has been 
equally casual about breaching its embargo 
regulations. 

The Miami Herald ha* revealed that In- 
cluded In the ransom cargo are some $4,200,- 
000 worth of goods which private suppliers 
would be forbidden to sell to Cuba. The 
list covered nutritional dietary foods, vet- 
erinary pharmaceuticals, pesticides, labora- 
tory glassware, petroleum Jelly, surgical rub- 
ber gloves, optical Instruments, and refrig- 
eration equipment parts. The Department 
of Commerce, however, was persuaded to Is- 
sue export licenses for these supplies even 
though they were on the embargo list. 

Undoubtedly the Kennedy administration 
feels that “humanitarian ism” Justified Its 
role in the ransom deal. But It* double- 
talk on the whole proceeding® can hardly 
fail to undermine public confidence. Can 
the people ever again accept the administra- 
tion's word as fact? 

It Is bad enough to pay ransom. Duplicity 
is qVcn worse. 


Where does that leave us? What is the 
score since last October 2f2, when President 
Kennedy ordered the blockade? 

Some, perhaps most, possibly all. Soviet 
missiles capable of use against the United 
States have been removed. 

Some, apparently about one-fourth, of 
Russia's personnel have returned to the So- 
vief Union. 

The Cuban Invasion forces captured at the 
Bay of Pigs have been ransomed and re- 
turned to Florida. 

For the moment, at least, all members of 
the Organization of American States are 
solidly behind UJ8. efforts to keep world com- 
munism out of this hemisphere. 

Is this enough? Can we now relax? Will 
the OAJ3 retain its solidarity behind us on the 
strength of these accomplishments? 

We think not, on all three count*. 

As matters stand, there Is nothing to keep 
the 8oviet from promptly shipping new, or 
the same, Intermediate range missiles back 
to Cuba. 

With the wickedly efficient-looking anti- 
aircraft missiles recently on display In Ha- 
vana, aerial surveillance la going to be In- 
creasingly difficult and dangerous And un- 
doubtedly, should missile-launching sites 
again be built, a great deal more care would 
be taken to disguise them from aerial dis- 
covery. 

There are unmistakable signs that Soviet 
submarine bases are being built In Cuba. 

A number of Soviet military and technical 
personnel, estimated as high as 17*000. re- 
main In Cuba to train and supervise military 
force# and weaponry there. 

This may not add up to any Immediate 
threat to the United State#. But can the 
#ame be said for the rest of the American 
8tates? 

Both as a base for Ideological and subver- 
slve penetration of Latin America, and as a 
possible staging point for military excur- 
sions against Central and South American 
States, Cuba Is distinctly a threat. 

Neither the OAfl nor the United States can 
be content with the situation as It la. 

Now that we have full OAS support, we 
should make the fullest use of it. It should 
not be necessary for us again to move first 
and then have the OAS come along with a 
vote of confidence. What we do now should 
In every way be a Joint operation! 

If we must reimpoee a blockade! or, more 
politely, a quarantine, and that seems likely. 
It should be done with full OAS sanction and 
as much actual participation as our neigh- 
bors are able to provide. 

Every step that we take to tighten the 
screws to bring about an end to Soviet dom- 
ination of Cuba should be a Joint action. 

If we act now to get the OAS moving, we 
believe we can sustain the sense of urgency 
that led to such unanimity last fall. And 
such urgency, we feel, is Imperative. - 

[From the Tampa Times. JAn. 15, 19631 
The Final Solution Is Missing 

The Joy and some resentment, over ran- 
soming of the Bay of Figs prisoner#, their 
relatives and release of another 89 Cubans 
and Cuban- American* should not’ detract 
from the central fact that the problem fn 
the Caribbean Is far from solved. 

Senator Kenneth B. Keating, Republican, 
of New York, has Issued a warning that the 
Cuban situation “remains highly critical” 
and he further observed that the United 
State* has “lost what was our most precious 


The Greater Wrong 
President Kennedy apparently has closed 
the books on the ransoming of the Cuban 
prisoners. But whether anyone approve# or 
disapproves paying blackmail to a Commu- 
nist bandit, evidence continues to mount 
that the Kennedy administration has been 


[From the St. Petersburg Time#, Jan. 9, 1963] 
Cuba : Back to tnx Beginning 
The last faint hope, if there ever was any, 
that United Nations inspection teams could 
Insure Cuba’s offensive disarmament appar- 
ently has vanished. 


asset in the crisis — the Initiative." 

Despite removal of those “weapons of of- 
fense” from Castro Cuba, there remains on 
the Island a well armed force of Communist- 
led Cubans and Russian troops. Cuba Is 
guarded by rings of antiaircraft missiles and 
there is good reason to believe Red forces 
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have short-range attack missiles which could 
be brought to bear agathat Guantanamo 
Naval Base. 

Senator Keattkc’s views erf the Cuban 
problem are significant from this stand- 
point: It was the New York solon who first 
pinpointed presence of long-range rockets 
on the island. He was demanding counter- 
action long before President Kennedy re- 
sponded to this threat with hts blockade 
order. 

Senator Ktattno has obviously dependable 
sources of Information and we have no doubt 
that the State Department and Department 
of Defense arewrtinllarly informed. 

But there la little to suggest that a firm 
policy has been developed to cope with post- 
blockade Cuba. We have been told that 
some exchanges have taken place between 
Washington and Moeccrw regarding continued 
presence of Russian troops in this hemis- 
phere. We have also been told that no pro- 
gress has been made toward effecting their 
removal. 

Instead, the possibility looms that Nikita 
Khrushchev win use his Cuban position as 
a bargaining point toward forcing the United 
States to accept tome form of UN. admin- 
istration fn Western Berlin. Had President 
Kennedy retained the initiative acquired by 
establishing the blockade. It would have been 
possible to roll back the Russians even fur- 
ther Insofar as Cuba is concerned. 

Today, we are faced with a static situation 
on that troubled island. There is no sign 
ISr. Kennedy contemplates an anti -Castro 
Invasion or even another version of the Bay 
or pigs attack. On the contrary, all signs 
point to a hands-off attitude in hope 
Castro will “fail of his own weight" or that 
Russia will become weary of supporting this 
highly expensive parasite. 

There U not even a suggestion that a 
more intense economic war will be waged 
against the Castro Cubans or that any effort 
will be made to puli' the fangs of Nikita 
Khrushchev troops on the island. 

Meanwhile, we have Senator Keating's 
report that Communist forces In Cuba are 
10 times better equipped militarily now than 
they were last spring. Castro. Kkatzno as- 
serted. “has 144 missile launchers. 34 bases 
and 500 antiaircraft missiles, some of them 
the most modem In existence, and 30,000 
troops." 

This fores creates understandable concern 
In X*ttn America as well as among Intelligent 
North Americans. It is illogical to suppose 
that the Communist organisation will per- 
mit It to rust for lack of use. 

If it has proved anything, the Castro 
problem demonstrates the danger of Inaction 
inherent in a policy of "watt and see." That 
la the reason Senator Keating's warnings 
will be regarded seriously and with hope 
that they spur the State and Defense De- 
partments into more positive action cal- 
culated to defeat Oastro and drive Khru- 
shchev out of the Western Hemisphere per- 
manently. 


SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis- 
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to Mr. 
Price, today, for 15 minutes. 


EXTENSION OP REMARKS 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
extend remarks in the Appendix of the 
Record, or to revise and extend remarks, 
was granted to: 

Mr. Huddleston in five instances • ud 
to include extraneous matter. 

Mr. Dulski in live Instances and to 
Include extraneous 


Mr. Edmondson and to include ex- 
traneous matter. 

Mfe Toll and to Include extraneous 
matter. 

(The following Members tat the re- 
quest of Mr. BkAMANN) and to include 
extraneous ftiafter:) 

Mr. Gujuvxy, 

Mr. SCHNEEBIU. 

Mr. Lipscomb in three instances. 

Mr. Harvey of Indiana In two In- 
stances. 

Mr. Hokvxn. 

Mr. Dole. 

Mr. Tollepson In three instances. 

Mr. Younger and to include extra- 
neous matter. 

Mr. Alger (at the request of Mr. 
Ssumann) in five instances and in- 
clude extraneous matter. 

Mr. Findley tat the request of Mr. 
Beermann) and to include extra neousiy. 

(The following Members tat the re- 
quest pf ‘Mr. Grabowski) and to include 
extraneous matter:) 

Mr. Purcell. 

Mr. Din o ell In two instances. 

Mr. Rodino. 

Mr. Multer in three instanoes. 

Mr. White in two Instances. 

Mr. Ryan of Michigan. 

Mr. Pucdwki in live Instances. 

Mr. Libonati In five Instances. 


Mr. 


ADJOURNMENT 
GRABOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I 


move that the House do now adjourn. 

Itie motion was agreed to; according- 
ly (at 12 o'clock and 49 minutes pm.), 
under its previous order, the House ad- 
journed until Thursday, February 7, 
IMS, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu- 
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred as 

follows: 

S57. A letter from the President of the 
Board of Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, transmitting a draft of a pro- 
posed bill entitled "A bin to amend the 
District of Columbia Alcoholic Beverage 
Control Act": to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

858; A letter from the Secretary of State, 
transmitting a draft of a pro p os ed bill en- 
titled "A bill to amend the Foreign Strike 
Buildings Act, 1926. to authorise additional 
appropriations, and for other purposes'*; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affaire. 

359. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting a draft or a proposed 
bill entitled "A, bill for the relief of Arthur C. 
Berry and others"; to the Committee on toe 
Judiciary. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 4 of the rule XXH, pub- 
lic bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred as follows: 

By Ur. MILLS: 

HR. 3386. A bill to amend the Social Se- 
curity Act to assist States and communities 
in preventing and combatting mental re- 
tardation through expansion and Improve- 
ment of the maternal and child health and 
crippled children's programs through pro- 


for individuals with conditions associated 
with childbearing which may lead, to mental 
retardation, and through planning for com- 
prehensive action to combat mental retarda- 
tion. and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARING: 

HR. 3397. A blU to compensate range 
users for authorised range improvements 
where land is taken to be devoted to Federal 
nonmllltery use; to the Committee on In- 
terior and Insular Affairs. ‘ 

HR. 3388. A bill to repeal the tax on 
transfer of silver bullion, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Ways and,Means. 

By Mr. BEERMANN: 

H R. 3389. A bill to amend section 1(14) 
(a) of the Interstate Commerce Act to Insure 
the adequacy of the national railroad freight 
car supply, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BELL: 

HR. 3390. A bill to amend the Civil Rights 
Act or 1967. and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the J udicia ry. 

By Mr. BROOMFIELD: 

HR. 3391. A bill to provide that certain 
aircraft may travel between the United 
States and Canada without requiring the 
owners or operators thereof to reimburse the 
United States for extra compensation paid 
customs officers and employees; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BOW: 

HR. 3393. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 to allow a taxpayer 
a deduction from gross Income for tuition 
and certain other expenses at institutions of 
higher learning; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

HR. 3393. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 to allow a 80-percent 
credit against the individual income tax for 
amounts paid for tuition, fees or services to 
certain public and private fnstltutlons of 
higher education, or for occupational train- 
ing or retraining; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

HR. 3394. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 with respect to the 
treatment of certain redemptions of pre- 
ferred stock; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FISHER : 

H.R. 3895. A bill to amend the act of Au- 
gust 16, 1957 (71 fftat. 373), authorising the 
construction of the Son Angelo Federal rec- 
lamation project, Texas, and for oilier pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr FEELING HUY8EN: 

HR. 3896. A bill to authorize the addition 
of lands to Morristown National Historical 
Farit. In the State of New Jersey, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on In- 
terior find Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania: 

HR. 8897. A bill to amend the Federal 
Goal Mine Safety Act so as to provide further 
for the prevention of accidents In corf ml nee; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. GRAY: 

HR. 3398. A bill to amend the Fedoral Goal 
Mine Safety Act so as to provide further for 
the prevention of accidents in coal mines; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. HEALEY: 

HR. 3399. A bill to aeelat the several States 
in establishing hospital facilities and pro- 
grams of poathospltal aftercare for the care, 
treatment, and rehabilitation of narcotic ad- 
dicts, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mltee on Interstate, and Foreign Commerce. 

HR. 3400. A bill to amend title IJ of the 
Social Security Act so as to remove the limi- 
tation upon the amount of outside Income 
which may be received by an individual 
while receiving benefits thereunder; to the 
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House of Representatives 


The House met at 13 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, 
D.D., offered the following prayer: 

Proverbs 28: SO: A faithful man shall 
abound with ble88inos. 

Almighty Ood, we earnestly beseech 
Thee that our life may be more faithfully 
and firmly rooted in the spiritual real- 
ities. May our character and conduct be 
brought into close and cordial harmony 
with the promptings and persuasions of 
Thy divine Spirit. 

We humbly confess that our attitudes 
and aspirations are frequently selfish 
and self-centered, as we face a world that 
has so many desperate needs and long- 
ings. 

Grant that all the Members of this 
Congress may bear witness in their per- 
sonal life to the grandeur and glory 
of the ideals and principles of our 
democracy. 

Hear us in Christ's name. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. Ratchford. 
one of his secretaries. 


SUBCOMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS, 

HOUSE ADMINISTRATION COM- 
MITTEE 

Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Subcom- 
mittee on Accounts of the House Admin- 
istration Committee be permitted to sit 
during the session of the House today. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Loui- 
siana? 

There was no objection. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY, 
FEBRUARY 7 

Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Loui- 
siana? 

There was no objection. 


U NI TED STATES IS IN A TRAGIC 
SITUATION 

(Mr. BECKER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 


Tuesday, February 5, 1963 

Mr. BECKER. Mr. Speaker, It took 
many years before Nero fiddled while 
Rome burned but I am sorry to say that 
it has taken President John F. Kennedy 
only a short time after his speech on 
January 20. 1081, not only to place our 
country In one of the worst domestic 
messes it has ever been in, with his tax 
reduction and tax reform phony pro- 
grams, but our country, in its foreign 
policy, has never been in worse shape 
in its history. I can remember the time 
when we have been in trouble with our 
enemies, and that Is natural. But to- 
day we are knocking off our friends. 
Today we are making enemies of our 
friends. Today we are disenchanting 
our friend to the north; we are disen- 
chanting our friends in England and 
trying to run General de Oaulle. Just 
where are we going with that kind of a 
backward policy, I shall never know. I 
only say that it Is a tragic thing for my 
country. 

OUR PRESENT SITUATION 

(Mr. BOGGS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
min ute and to revise ahd extend his 
remarks. ) 

Mr. BOGGS. Mr, Speaker, I fully ap- 
preciate the fact that Members often- 
times use the well for political purposes. 
I know that that has been going on for 
a long time and I make no complaint 
about it. But I would say that the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Bicker 1 
has Just engaged in an exaggeration, to 
use a very polite way of describing his 
remarks. No. 1: the domestic situation 
in our country. 

The gross national product In the last 
quarter of 1962 reached its highest 
point in the history of the United States 
of America. Corporate profits hit a 
new record. Money available to the 
general public hit a new record. 

This does not mean that we do not 
have problems. We do have them and 
I frankly admit there are problems in 
our economy. The President is facing 
up to them, as the gentleman from New 
York knows. What program, if any, has 
the gentleman proposed? Whatever it 
is, he has succeeded in keeping It a 
secret. 

Turning to the situation our country 
finds Itself in internationally. I have 
never seen an administration which has 
handled itself with more restraint. The 
notion that we have done anything to 
alienate our neighbors to the north is 
not correct. The notion that we have 
alienated Great Britain is not correct. 
As a matter of fact Prime Minister Mac- 
millan met with the President of the 
United States in the West Indies not 
long ago and it was a most cordial and 
fruitful meeting 


The problems of the world in which 
we live do not lend themselves to easy 
solutions. I regret the speech of the 
gentleman. I say to him that we have 
a dedicated President who understands 
these problems and who does his home- 
work so that our country will remain 
free, strong, and at peace. It Is very easy 
to be critical. It Is harder to be con- 
structive. I would hope we would ap- 
proach these problems In a nonpartisan 
spirit rather than a political spirit. 


THE ECONOMIC SITUATION 

(Mr. HOSMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for I 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. HOSMER. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr, Becker 1. 

Mr. BECKER. Mr. Speaker, I ap- 
preciate my colleague from California's 
yielding. I Just wanted to say to the 
gentleman from Louisiana that it is not 
unusual when a Republican stands on 
the floor who believes in his country and 
thinks the situation facing the United 
States is tragic and then la accused of 
being political. I would say the gentle- 
man from Louisiana should be the last 
one to accuse a Republican on this floor 
of being political, because for 10 years I 
have heard him time and time again 
make political attacks on the Republi- 
cans on this floor. My attack was not 
political. My attack was on behalf of 
my country. You talk abput the gross 
national product, but when, you deduct 
$100 billion of Federal spending, the 
gross national product looks as phony 
as a $3 bill. Further, the ridiculous 
tax reduction proposal of the President — 
what he is proposing is that the 
Government borrow $12 billion from 
the people and then give them a tax cut. 
However, in the second proposal for tax 
reform, he is going to take the tax reduc- 
tion away from the low- and middle-in- 
come families and make them pay more 
taxes than ever before. I remember the 
New Deal and Fair Deal policies of tax 
and tax and spend and spend, but Presi- 
dent Kennedy has introduced a new gim- 
mick. Spend and spend, build blggdr 
and bigger deficits, push the national 
debt into orbit and reduce taxes, or try 
to make it look like reducing taxes. Be- 
lieve me, from my mall and talking to my 
people back home, they are not being 
fooled one little bit. 


A 


/ 


if ' CUBA 

(Mr. MIN8HALL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

MINSHALL. Mr. Speaker, ever 


since the Bay of Pigs we have watched 
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today’s decisions on Cuba turn into 
tomorrow’s dilemmas. Confusion and 
contradiction are keywords. 

The United States, the most powerful 
military and moral force in the world, 
apparently is hypnotized into Immobility 
while an island in the Caribbean balloons 
into a major threat to our national 
security. 

Are we to assume that our Government 
is prepared to permanently accept a So- 
viet bastion Just 6 Jet minutes from 
Miami? 

Are we goidg to resign ourselves for- 
ever to the presence of a pesthole of 
Soviet propaganda, subversion, and infil- 
tration Just 90 miles from our shore? 

Or are we going to face the fact that 
the Soviets are pouring money, men, and 
military hardware into Cuba with one 
goal in mind: the ultimate subjugation 
of the Western Hemisphere? 

Communist Cuba threatens the secu- 
rity and domestic tranquility of the 
Americas. The American people have a 
right to know what their Government 
Intends to do. 

To that end, and to put a halt to the 
confusion, contradiction, and speculation 
which is causing unrest among our Latin 
American neighbors and lack of confi- 
dence at home, I am today introducing 
a new resolution. It encompasses my 
House Concurrent Resolution 51, intro- 
duced on January 24, to investigate the 
entire Bay of Pigs episode, and adds the 
provision that a special Joint committee 
be empowered also to investigate the 
operations of all our intelligence-gather- 
ing agencies. 

The past and present situation In Cuba 
demands it. 


U.S. CITIZENS IMPRISONED IN CUBA 

(Mr. YOUNGER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. YOUNGER. Mr. Speaker,- on 
January 16 of this year I directed a 
letter to Secretary Dean Rusk of the 
Department of State, as follows: 

Since the release of the Cuban prisoners, 
little If anything has been said about what is 
happening to the 23 U.9. citizens who are 
Imprisoned In Cuba. Well you please advise 
me as to what Is being done toward securing 
the release of our own citleens from Mr. 
Castro's jails. 

I would like to report to the House that 
up to date I have received no reply to 
this letter. I am not terribly surprised, 
knowing the difficulties with which the 
State Department is laboring in all parts 
of the world, but at least I thought I 
might get a reply stating that the De- 
partment of State is seriously concerned 
about the imprisonment of our own citi- 
zens by Castro. 


While the administration officials are 
doubletalklng the Cuban situation, 
either our own Committee on Armed 
Services or the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs should get at the bottom of this 
powder keg 90 miles from our shores. 


LEWIS L. STRAUSS VIEWS ON 
NUCLEAR TEST BAN 

(Mr. HOSMER asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the Record and Include extra- 
neous matter.) 

Mr. HOSMER. Mr. Speaker, during 
the past few days I have offered the 
papers of several experts on the subject 
of nuclear test ban negotiations which 
have been collected by the Republican 
conference committee on that subject. 
Following are the views expressed by 
Mr. Strauss, former Chairman of the 
Atomic Energy Commission, in response 
to Inquiries; 

Mr. Hosmeji. Mr. Strauss, when you were 
Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission 
you opposed the moratorium on atomic 
weapons testing then. As I very well recall, 
you warned that the Communists would 
drag the negotiations along for years; that 
during these negotiations, they would prob- 
ably cheat by conducting their own under- 
ground testing clandestinely and that they 
would abrogate the moratorium when they 
felt like It by testing in the atmosphere. 
Even worse, you feared that they would thus 
gain on us. Unfortunately, what you pre- 
dicted came to pass. What Is your view in 
the present situation now that negotiations 
have been reopened? 

Mr. Strauss Mr. Hosmer, there is no satis- 
faction in being proved right on circum- 
stances as grim as those we face. 

We faithfully observed our commitments, 
stopping testing nuclear weapons from the 
autumn of 1968 until after the Russians 
violated the moratorium in September 1961. 
Even after that violation took place It took 
us until the spring of the following year to 
get our t^sts started again. I am very 
worried about the present situation. We will 
be headed into the same kind of imprudent 
commitments if. at every time the Russian* 
aree to talk, we call our teat programs off. 
I was very glad to note that the underground 
testing progT&m had been reinstated last 
week. Whllo the Russian people undoubt- 
edly want atomic disarmament as much as 
we do, we ought to know by now that a 
promise by the Soviet Government Is worth- 
less. This has been demonstrated time after 
time but seems to make no impression hare. 
It is less than 4 months since the President 
told us that the Soviet emissaries who called 
to see him at the White House last fall had 
attempted flatly to deceive him about Cuba. 
What possible sense is there in risking our 
safety on anything they say? 

Mr. Hosmcb. You say "risking our safety": 
What exactly do you mean by that? 

Mr. Strauss. The testing of nuclear weap- 
ons la necessary to the improvement of those 
weapons. We need constantly to improve 
our nuclear arsenals so that we will be strong 
in the future as we have been in the past— eo 


Furthermore, as it Is known that we will 
not be the first to attack with atomic weap- 
ons, it follows that we .will be first on the 
receiving end of an atomic war. Our stock- 
pile must be larger because we may lose part 
of It In an attack, and our weapons must 
be more precise because they will be needed 
to block an attack that has already been 
launched. 

Some of our weapons will also need to be 
clean, that Is to say, free from fallout, as 
they may have to be exploded high above 
our own or friendly territory to destroy 
enemy misailes already launched at targets 
in our own country. Teat suspension arrests 
the development of these weapons. This is 
a„ severe setback for us, not the Soviets. 

Every time we Improve the missiles which 
carry our weapons, we absolutely must test 
them with atomic warheads to he mure that 
they wqrk together as an effective system. 
At our peril, we cannot afford to repeat the 
tragic mistake we made with torpedoes be- 
tween World Wars I and II when we had 
not tested torpedoes with live warheads and 
its consequence wm to send our submarines 
into the Pacific with torpedoes that would 
not explode. 

Mr. Hosmo. Do you regard the reported 
easing of the Soviet objection of onsite in- 
spection as a hopeful sign? 

Mr. Straubs. I saw the report that the Rus- 
sians had offered three on-sltc inspections 
and that this was regarded as a great break- 
through. It Is not new. The Soviet* pro- 
posed the same thing In 1960, and It was 
totally inadrquate then. There are many 
hundreds of seismic events in the Russian 
land mass each year. Any of which could be 
the result of a clandestine weapons test. To 
be offered the opportunity to inspect three 
of the many hundreds is meaningless as a 
safeguard against cheating. Indeed, I am 
fearful of a compromise at a slightly larger 
number than three, but still an insignificant 
number. The figure 10 has been mentioned. 
In my opinion that would be completely in- 
adequate. 

Mr. Hosmer. What about the so-called 
tamperproof black boxes? 

Mr. Strauss. There is no such thing as a 
tamperproof detection device Rnd nothing 
can take the place of unhampered, on-slte 
inspection by an International team on which 
our own people would be adequately repre- 
sented. 

Mr. Hosmer. Why do you think we are sus- 
ceptible to all this pressure to itop our weap- 
ons development? 

Mr. Strauss. Because eo many people have 
been ml pled into a vast fear of the effect of 
f allou t from nucleRr tests. The fallout which 
would be the result of a nuclear war would 
be a fearsome thing. The very purpose of our 
strong weapons posture is to prevent a nu- 
clear war. We test to keep that posture 
strong. The fallout from testa gnd the fall- 
out from nuclear war are totally different In 
magnitude and effect. 

There are also a large number of people 
who think that an agreement to stop testing 
is equivalent to nuclear disarmament. This, 
of couree, is not true. Indeed, it to a dan- 
gerous misconception because It gives a false 
sense of security. 

Naturally, the Rucalans want us to stop 
testing. The moratorium was of incalculable 
value to them. We must not fall Into that 
terrible error again. 


It does seem strange that millions of 
dollars of tax-free money can be raised 
within a few hours to ransom the Cuban 
prisoners but nothing can be done about 
our own citizens. 

It must be extremely galling to the 
Marine Corps, whose fine history dates 
hack to the shores of Tripoli, to have to 
sit idly by while we ransom , prisoners, 
from the pirate CaApprovedTor R© l< 


strong that an aggressor will be discouraged 
from attacking us. It has been frequently 
stated that further tasting Is unnecessary 
because weapons cannot be further im- 
proved. This was first said years ago, and 
It is often repeated, but It has often been 
proved untrue, time and again. The Soviets 
in their test series in 1961 exploded weapons 
which demonstrated development in ties, if 
nothing else. The 8 -year moratorium Worked 
CTeatlv^a theU.adyantag* fuUkfto~eu*,di*.s 


CONGRESS A BULWARK FOR THE 
AMERICAN PEOPLE 

(Mr. WYMAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. WYMAN. Mr, Speaker, as a 
Member of Congress, I resent Roscoe 

MMMA Si; 



1963 


Congress fritters sway ltd powers and 
shirks Its duty. 

Whatever may have been tfte situation 
in previous years I do not know But 
now— today— the 88th Congress, Is a 
h ° 1 , 8 ® of , a different color. As a matter 
°f fft ct, • Speaker „ the American peo- 

ple should be thankful that the 88th 
Congress stands between them and the 
massiye raid upon their pocketbooka that 
is the present administration’s program 
On both sides of the aisl$ in this House 
are many men and women who neither 
flitter away nor shirk their duty. Con- 
fronted with reckless fiscal proposals, 
politically conceived, that would sacri- 
fice the public Interest through solicita- 
tion of American voters by promises of a 

*^ r - <rf . Federal pork ’ the salavatlon erf 
America Is going to be the unity of Mem- 
bers of this House from both political 
parties who refuse to sell America down 
the river for a political mess of porridge 
the present President calls progress 

£2*, c °nsress te besieged 

with Presidential messages, the cumula- 
tlve effect of which would be to weaken 
America a strength and undermine our 
doUars by spending billions more than 
we take In. And this Is without regard 

the latest national 
debt the Nation has ever had, and all In 
the name of the so-called New Frontier 

™w r V^ ke L the Pled P»Per was a piker 
next to the Kennedys. Unfortunately 

Ln™t^V Ufflcult now and ^en to 

nr * enQe dy playing the flute 

or cafilng the tune. But It does not mat- 

**“ American people 
realise that the song the Kennedys play 

^ merlca down “>e road to 
financial ruin. 
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the Ima ge that h a* been created fnter- 
ed the treat leadership tn this 
J*rtioh„ After % years of lackadafeical 
do-nathlng this country had deteriorated 
internationally to a state lower than it 
had ever been in its history. Tbday it 
Is the leader of the world, recognized as 
such by all nations of the world. We 
also have a strong national economy ■ wc 
are going to keep It that way in order to 
have the respect of the other people 
throughout the world. 

I regret and 1 deplore the fact that our 
international policy la now a cause for 
partisan bickering. Certainly this does 
not help our relative position In the In- 
ternational scene. 


1743 


the SITUATION in CUBA 

(Mr. BASS asked and was given oer- 
"J' S!, 0 " to address the House for 1 mln- 

marks f * revlse “ d extend bis re- 

Mn BASS. Mr. Speaker, probably the 
proudest day In the history of this Na- 

PrefilDft ^ ^tober 22d. That day 
President Kennedy, In the strongest 

m , ade by * in his- 
tory outside of a declaration of war 
squared off his broad shoulders and told 

nfri^ iS 8 J? puU th elr weapons out 
of Cuba. We knew at that time that we 

whn E ‘0*%* raan *» Pre«ldent; a man 
who had the guts to teU the biggest mll- 
Uary power outside of this country that 
we would stand for no Installation of of- 
weapons at our back door. 

This buildup had been going on for 
several years. This administration did 
not sire Castro, but inherited him The 

CuST.^iJ 8 7 e f 5 Il0wed to °ver 
j ^ Iast administration. That 
administration closed Its eyes to the 

thc Preamt President 
of the United States had evidence that 
ofTenaive weapons were being placed in 
Cuba he made them remove all such 
weapons. They took them out, ami the 
world knew that the United States wm 
under the leadership of a great and 
strong man. 

Today we hear partisan bickering few 
the Republican Party trying to destroy 
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PRESIDENT EISENHOWER 

(Mr. HALLECK asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. 9ALLECK. Mr. Speaker, It 
seems to me that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Becker] has touched off 
something of a controversy that some 
have tried to label as purely political. 
He was answered by the acting majority 
leader. Subsequently the gentleman 
from New York indicated that what he 
had to say had not been in the political 
realm. 

I had not anticipated becoming in- 
volved in this matter today, but when 
the gentleman from Tennessee under- 
takes to say that under the great Presi- 
dent Elsenhower, who knows more about 
war and what to do about it than any- 
body, and I say so even today— when 
he undertakes to say our whole position 
In the world deteriorated in those 8 
years under President Eisenhower I can- 
no * silent. He knows that is not 
quite the situation. It does not even ap- 
proximate tile situation. There was talk 
About the missile gap. Now, on the 
word of Mr. Kennedy's Secretary of De- 
fense, we know there whs no missile 
gap. There was the charge that we had 
lost prestige In the world. There was no 
truth In that either. 

As a matter of fact, I am Just afraid 
that wherever we look, whether it be un- 
employment continuing as high as 9 8 
percent' after you promised to get rid of 
it. the cost-price squeeze on fanners 
worse, FIIA mortgage foreclosures 
greater today than any time in history, 

the cost of living up for everybody 

deficits up — almost every place you look, 
yes even abroad, you find Increasingly 
troublesome situations. The gentleman 
speaks of Cuba. 

First, I would point out that when the 
Bay of Plga.flasco occurred In 1081 , there 
were many people who thought Republi- 
cans should have turned that disaster 
Into political capital. 

We thought — and we still think — that 
tohave done so with a new President In 
©fflee would only have increased the 
e no rmous damage to American prestige 
which was caused by that incident. 

Second, I would like to remind the 
w " R *publlcan Mem- 
"to the other body 
** year ^ exposing 


ing action against it May I remind him 
tbnt on September 7 the Joint Senate- 
Houae Republican leadership Qjdfft for 
* Formosan-type resolution, hi respect to 
Cuba. It fell on deaf ear* her* on the 
part of the majority for days and days 
wad then Anally you wake up to the fact 
that you had to do something. Then at 
last a Formosan-type resolution was 
adopted. It was Republican inspired, 
not for political advantage but for thc 
protection and security of our country 
Now. the gentleman speaks of the ac- 
tion that was taken at the White House 
last October in respect to Cuba May I 
say to him that I was there at ttfe re- 
quest of the President when that an- 
nouncement was made. You will recall 
that when he undertook the action* he 
referred to the Formosan-type resolu- 
tion that had been, adopted by the Con- 
gress &s the basis for his authority to act. 
And, I just want to say to the gentleman 
that as that meeting broke up there had 
been some controversy there about what 
to do. I aaid. “Mr. President. I stand 
with you." 

Now. if that Is partisanship, I do not 
known what "partisanship* means. 

Mr. BASS. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. HA I J.E CK. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. BASS, I would like to say to my 
friend from Indiana that In the 9 years 
that I have served in the House E have 
never thought thc gentleman from Indi- 
ana was partisan in his approach to 
international affairs. I want to con- 
gratulate him for being the leader on his 
«lde and giving support to a President, 
Republican or Democrat, to Interna- 
tlonal affairs. If it became necessary. I 
always felt that he was that way. I was 
not referring to him in my remarks. I 
do not believe that he la a party te that 
sort of thing. But, I would like to say 
to him that I think with the preaa re- 
leases that I have read recently emanat- 
ing from his side of the aisle, the other 
members of his party are not taking the 
course that the gentleman from Indiana 
would like for them to take in Interna- 
tional affairs. 

Now, In reference to what I sakta few 
minutes ago, I would like to say to my 
friend from Indiana that I wish he would 
take the leadership and insist that the 
members of his party not make inflam- 
matory statements in the International 
field which may tend to embarrass this 
country. Surely they cannot have all the 
necessary facts and may even unwitting- 
ly tip the hand of planned action. 

HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, if I 
might conclude, what the gentleman has 
said In complimenting me will meet with 
mixed reaction on my side of the aisle 
but in any event, the gentleman has 
^ up ‘ 1 w *nt to say again 
that Republican voices were raised in re- 
spect to the buildup in Cuba long before 
the announcement was made by the Prea- 
ment, ami they were properly made, and 
today, If the gentleman asks me, I am 
tremendously concerned about what I be- 
lieve is a further buildup of military 
strength In Cuba. - - - - y 


who took the lead last vear in L* " ? 4U,WIcr ouiraup or military 

the 8oviet missile buildnn bph strength In Cuba. I read in the paper 
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Member on our side in the other body 
concerning the buildup, and then I think 
it was a representative of the State De- 
partment or the Pentagon who said, 
“Well, maybe the gentleman is right.” 

All I ask is that our Government take 
whatever, steps are necessary to protect 
the security of our country, and when 
that Is done, I will stand with the Presi- 
dent as I have before. 


U.S. SQUABBLING OVER, CUBA MUST 
* CEASE 

(Mr. ROGERS of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex- 
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, Washington is rife with con- 
tradictions on the amount of Soviet mili- 
tary equipment in Cuba. Each day new 
chargee on the specific number of Cuba- 
based Communist arms are hurled from 
the floors of the Congress. Executive 
agencies are then drawn Into bickering 
over the quantities of Soviet military 
equipment, the design of this equipment, 
and whether it is in Cuba for offensive or 
defensive purposes. 

The American people view the situa- 
tion In simple terms. One Soviet soldier 
in Cuba is one too many. And when 
does the mission of that one Soviet sol- 
dier, with one pack on his back, and one 
rifle in his hand, became offensive or de- 
fensive? The answer is simple — when 
the Kremlin orders it so. 

Mr. Speaker, we may be losing sight 
of the basic problem. The amount and 
type of Soviet military equipment In 
Cuba is not the problem. Nor does the 
offensive or defensive nature of such 
equipment change the problem. In sim- 
ple and glaring terms, the problem cen- 
ters on the existence of communism in 
Cuba, backed up by Soviet military 
equipment — whatever it may be. 

How do we solve this problem? The 
first step is by isolating Cuba. Cuba 
should be placed in solitary confinement 
by the nations of this hemisphere. I 
would urge that isolation be accom- 
plished by first closing U.S. ports to ves- 
sels calling at the island of Cuba. I 
further urge that the United States pro- 
pose to the Organization of American 
States, which now stands ready to act, 
the following steps: 

First. Close the seaports of this 
hemisphere to vessels calling in Cuba. 

Second Close the airports of the hem- 
isphere to airlines flying into Cuba. 

Third. Ban telecommunications relays 
of messages to and from Cuba. 

Fourth. Curb the travel of Castro 
agents throughout the hemisphere. 

Fifth. Freeze Cuban Government 
funds now on deposit in Latin American 
financial institutions. 

Mr. Speaker, we must not be diverted 
by the extent of the Soviet strength in 
Cuba. The United States must concen- 
trate its full strength and power toward 
ridding the hemisphere of all Soviet in- 
fluence now present in it. The United 
.States must exert its leadership to rid 
this hemisphere of communism. 


(Mr. WATSON (at the request of Mr. 
Grabowski) was given permission to ex- 
tend his remarks at this point in the 
Record and Include extraneous matter.) 

[Mr. WATSON'S remarks will appear 
hereafter In the Appendix.! 


THE CUBAN CRISIS 

(Mr. BONNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute to revise and extend his remarks 
and to include an editorial.) 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker and 
Members of the House, I read from an 
editorial that was published in the daily 
paper of my home town. This is apropos 
of the discussion that has taken on the 
floor of the House here this morning. 
Certainly all of us are interested in the 
situation that has arisen in Cuba and 
all of us are concerned. Yet during 
times of this nature it Is advisable for 
men to jgage their remarks and to use 
caution in their language. 

Mr. Speaker, I read the last sentence 
of this editorial: 

President Kennedy acted In a role during 
the Cuban crisis which will be applauded 
by the overwhelming majority o f American 
people. 

Mr. Speaker. I concur In this state- 
ment and I concur in the defense of 
former Presidents as to their loyalty to 
this country. Yet, Mr. Speaker, the de- 
bate on this question has aroused a great 
interest among the people of America 
and, therefore, the debate should be 
waged with caution and discretion. 

In times of great stress such as those 
that have developed with regard to Cuba 
in the last 5 or 6 months It Is particu- 
larly important that we maintain our 
national solidarity. The President and 
our military leaders are entitled to the 
support of all of us on issues where they 
of necessity must bear the burden of 
decision. This Is not to say that any 
man should not hold or express such 
personal views as he has. But such views 
or such Information should be trans- 
mitted to those who are responsible un- 
der our system for acquiring, evaluating, 
and acting upon Information bearing on 
the security of our country. I believe 
the vast majority of us. without regard 
to partisan preference, have faith in the 
loyalty and integrity of those Jn whom 
we vest the lonely responsibility of ulti- 
mate decision. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit this editorial 
for the Record. 

The matter referred to follows: 

Dictatorship — Uolt Word 

“Diotator»hlp” U an ugly word in a democ- 
racy whara we pride ourselves on freedom for 
all. Yet there come time* even Jn the land 
of the free when we must exercise a sort of 
dictatorship temporarily in order to preserve 
freedom permanently. 

When the Cuban crisis arose, someone had 
to take the plow handle and act decisively. 
The only one In America who could do the 
Job then was the President of the United 
States. 

Whatever criticism there might be today 
over the fact that President Kennedy did act 
decisively, did assume the role of a sort of 
temporary dictator, and did act even without 


clcar-cut constitutional authority at times 
should not cause extremists to shout "dic- 
tator.” It should point up the need here In 
our democracy for certain reforms giving the 
President temporary power to act decisively 
In a quick crisis. 

Had the President not acted quickly and 
decisively in the Cuban crisis, then we hesi- 
tate to think what the results might have 
been. Because he assumed authority and 
exerted dehnlte leadership at that time in no 
way causes us to feel that he Is trying to be 
a dictator over this Nation. 

Yet there are people who are openly critical 
at what they see as a man assuming such 
extreme powers at such a time. 

If we admit that “dictatorship" Is ugly 
word, we must also admit that "chaos" or 
"surrender" is far uglier. 

No, to our way of thinking when a man 
becomes dictator, It takes on a status of 
being permanent. President Kennedy acted 
In a role during the Cuban crisis which will 
be applauded by the overwhelming majority 
of American people. 


UNITED STATES IMPORTATION OF 
LUMBER FROM CANADA 

(Mr. WHITE asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 min- 
ute, and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, Northwest 
lumber producers have found them- 
selves caught in an ever- tightening cost- 
price squeeze. The demand for soft- 
wood products has dwindled with the de- 
creases in the homebuilding industry, 
but this is only a fraction of a very com- 
plex problem. Production in the United. 
States has declined faster than consump- 
tion, and the difference is importation 
of lumber from Canada. 

In recognition of the devastating effect 
the loss of lumber markets has on the 
Idaho economy, the 37th session of the 
State of Idaho Legislature has passed 
two memorials relative to the importa- 
tion of Canadian lumber and the restric- 
tive effects of wilderness legislation. 

According to the rules of the House, 
Mr. Speaker, the memorials have been 
received and referred to the proper com- 
mittees. 


MENTAL ILLNESS AND MENTAL 
RETARDATION— MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 58) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following message from the President 
of the United States; which Was read, 
referred to the Committee on Inter- a 
state and Foreign Commerce and ordered* 
to be printed : 

To the Congress of the United States: 

It is my intention to send shortly to 
the Congress a message pertaining to 
this Nation's most urgent needs in the 
area of health improvement. But two 
health problems — -because they are of 
such critical size and tragic impact, and 
because their susceptibility to public 
action is so much greater than the atten- 
tion they have received — are deserving of 
a wholly new national approach and a 
separate message to the Congress. These 
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budget calls for $43.3 billion— an In- llhe [Mr. Ervin 1 might return to the top "w^heard wit- 

crease. Mr. President, of $9.3 biUlon. floor.. - _ dTTkI1<rr . nWBTfTjJL Does nesses from the Pentagon and the De- 

The increase In nondefense spendtog The KtEOTOTWO w-T^mmst? partment of State and the head of the 

includes many new and questionable do- E^tor ^tohold Director. Allen Dulles. I 

mestlc programs. The money for these Mr. HOLLAND. I withhold my re uia. ^ transcrlpt . i do not 

sssrs£ ssrasfi -«■. • sk&wms ssasrs 

fle i d us f t°to a ^Tthe record straight, I ask mitted to yield to toe d^tinguUhedand wafJ teken lt waa 

SSSSr havb^amr re- 

Congress on January 17, 1963. by Mr. marks I make ° n J h ® dlng relewtfTnow may be said to be some 

Clarence Cannon, Democratlcchalrman counted as another «*eCh- breaking of faith or understanding with 

of toe House Appropriations Committee, The . P » E8I R I ?! C L W * those witnesses. But things have been 

which shows nondefense spending since out objection, it la so oraerea. j- ^ p uW j c by administration officials 

1954. ’ that alter the picture. The public to - 

There betogno °»>Jectto®; THE CUBAN SITUATION. terest has to come first always. The 

was ordered to be printed In the RxooeD, . . , T , t question now is whether toe public in- 

as follow.: / Mr. MORS*. Mr. President . I Just u bcst BerVed by releasing the 

Increased nondefense spending read on the ticker an account of a state- ^ there can be an evaluation of 

[Other than defense spending, in Miltons) ment by that transcript in light of developments 
« , Minnesota [Mr. Humphrey], tne uemo tn its token. 

IBS* 70 *!' **>• 8 cratto whip, in which h ® it happens to be my opinion that the 

lets a#.« we should undertake public hearings on rclcase D j that transcript would put at 

lose »•* toe various allegations which are be ng reB ^ nce an d f0 r all. a good many of 

98 0 made concerning an alleged Russian the par tisan charges being made about 

less 27-1 buildup in Cuba that supposedly threat- ^ esldent of the United States in 

I®®® - - so. 1 ens toe security of toe United States what happened at the Bay of 

34 o The story states that, in the opinion pj The impression has been created, 
w Kenedy yew,;:::::::;- £0 of ^ senator ^ from Mirmesota .we ^ ug h pa msan political charges, that 

1863* — 41- # should have public opinions with re ® an | t he President of the United "States had 

laes'iwtiinated) 433 to toe matter; that Mr. McCone, head pr0mlsed American Air Force cover of 

noHQRBBioH .1 Meow Jan 17. of the CIA, should be called as a witness. the Bay of Plg8 operation. It never was 
1963 ^611 that other administration leaders should t ^ nd lt never wa8 true that Dwight 

P „ . ,, ba called as witnesses. I only rise to clgenhower had ftny such plan in con- 

Mr. YOUNG o f Norto Dakota. Mr. myself with the suggestion Son with toe Bay of Pigs. 

President, toe main point I am trying of the Senator from Minnesota. I think _ e do not hcar very much from the 
to moke la that during toe closing day. there should be public hearings. partisans about the fact that most of the 

of the last session we were told that toe ^ chairman of the Subcommittee on _ .» opera tion was prepared and 

more than 75 item, in the $550 million Latin American Affairs of toe Commit- Dlanne< j by the Eisenhower adnflnlrtra- 
supplemental appropriation, bill were tee on Foreign Relation*. I say I think *, , Q the tune of expenditures of $40 

badly needed, that it was urgent that we have reached such a point in the mtulon w j, e reas the Kennedy admln- 

Congress take action before lt adjourned, charges and countercharges with regard lstra tio’n spent in toe neighborhood of 
and that the departments administering ^ subject matter that toe American „ mlulon 

these various programs could not possibly pe 0 pi e are bewildered and confused. As Kennedy administration made a 

wait until the next session of Congress. t ha ve BRld *> many times. American * t c mlst akc ln picking up toe mistake 
Mr. President, here lt is a month after foroten policy belongs to toe American “ e Eisenhower adminlitretton and 
Congress convened, and still nothing is peo pi Ci and any administration Is but asgocla ti nK itself with that mistake, but 
done toward considering all of these ^ trustee of toe people's foreign P?Ncy. great President of our. was big 

budget requests. I can only conclude ^ American people cannot Judge this ^ h to assume responsibility for 
that either this one-half billion dollars situation unless they know the facta. happened 

in appropriations was not necessary .or The time has come, in my Judgment, Senator who does not 

. the present leadership la not giving it a when there should be a full public dis- th £k!t ^ fair f or us bT leave in the 
very high priority. . . closure of whatever we know about what m . ^ Forel „ n Relations Com- 

Thls top priority apparently is being ^ going on to Cuba. mlttee a transcript of record which was 

given to changing toe rules in toe Senate 0h> t know, Mr. President the old ar- shor tto^f ter the uidortunate Bay 

when there is no major piece of leglria- gument might be made that » might In- pf^S^et and ^ which, to mv Judg- 
tion pending in Congress for which the “ olve gome top secret information; but I e „ t -mw^ tlm^ pMttawi Ubel of the 
proponents of the rule change could even repeati ubeUng something top secret 2^ de a “Sf a t h e Withdrew American air 

claim a rule change was necessary. It does not make it top secret. We must f th B of K g g invasion, 

seems to me that we have spent enough ^ rl8 ta tn a democracy. I would much c0 T e .™* promised, 

time trying to change the rules of the rather run toe risk of having the people I say again it never w« promise^ 
Senate when there is little, if any, need abou t toe facta of our foreign ^parenty apa^ 

SMS & VWSK55 SSUBSTASSiSM: S wSSSH L wjs 
sssr^»isr-*s.MS 

Mr MOH8E. Mr. Pres ident .the time had come, in view of all the Cuban exile air o Havana 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The chft rge» and countercharges that have one ^day ^^Txile Sr foroe 

Senator from Oregon. been made— and I have rechecked the the next morn- 

Mr. HOUaAND. Mr. President, I transcript— to release to the public the pianned to make a strike^ Uiene^^ _ 

suggest the absence of a quorum. transcript of record made by the Foreign to«- Jto® fl rf had noL^n^ked^mt^ 
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councils o f the United Nations, when 
many allies were greatly concerned about 
reports that had reached New York, and 
that the second strike was postponed a 
lew hours. 

To quote one of the Cuban invaders 
as saying they were promised control of 
the afr does not. mean they were prom- 
ised American air cover. 

As we know, the Cuban exiles ran into 
a Castro air force that he apparently 
was not known to possess. What irony 
It is that the air force of Castro con- 
sisted of effective fighter planes which 
the United States had supplied to Fas- 
cist Batista before his overthrow. Those 
American fighter planes which had been 
supplied to Batista had been captured 
by Castro. He brought them out, and 
that surprised people. It was that air 
force that practically demolished the 
Cuban exile air force. 

But, Mr. President, that is far differ- 
ent from giving to the American people 
the impression that at any time the Gov- 
ernment of the United States promised 
to bring the American Air Force in as 
a cover for the invasion. Had that 
promise been made, it would have con- 
stituted an act of war, and it would have 
taken this Republic outside the frame- 
work of international law and made us 
an aggressor nation, in violation of one 
Latin American treaty after another to 
which we had affixed our signature. 

I discussed this international law fea- 
ture on April 24, 1961, in my speech in 
the Senate. I pointed out that if there 
had been carried out w.hat it was alleged 
was planned we would have been con- 
victed before the world as an aggressor 
nation, committing an act of war in 
violation of treaty after treaty. In my 
speech of April 24 I asked. “Where would 
our allies have been?” We might have 
had two or three Caribbean nations 
stand with us. but all of Latin America 
would have left us. 

It is so easy for these Monday morning 
quarterbacks, with partisan speeches, to 
confuse this whole issue. 

Let me say that I believe the time has 
come, irrespective of the fact that the 
transcript was taken in executive session, 
because the national welfare is more im- 
portant. that the American people are 
entitled to know what Allen Dulles did 
say, are entitled to know what the Chief 
of Staff did say, are entitled to know 
what the Secretary of State did say, and 
are entitled to know what every other 
Important witness who appeared before 
our committee did say as to what hap- 
pened in connection with the Bay of Pigs, 
what the plans were, and what went 
awry. 

I speak only for myself. I have not 
the slightest idea whether the other 
members of my committee agree with 
me. I have my own responsibility to my 
own State. 

I close by saying what I have been 
heard to say so often about what is basic 
to democratic government: In a democ- 
racy there is no substitute for the full 
public disclosure of the people's business. 
This Cuban matter is clearly becoming 
a matter of business of the American 
people, and so paramount In Its impor- 


tance that the people are entitled to 
know the facts. 

To the American people I gay: “You. 
too, have a responsibility of citizen 
statesmanship. The time has come for 
the American people to make clear to 
their Government and the officials of 
their Government in both parties, 'Give 
us the facts. We can take them. *We 
can judge them. We can then follow 
whatever course of action, as a free peo- 
ple, we believe should be followed.' ” 


AMENDMENT OF RULE XXII— 
CLOTURE 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the motion of the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. Anderson! to proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution <8. Res. 
9) to amend the cloture rule of the 
Senate. 

Mr. ERVTN. Mr. President, I have 
thus far today discussed the reasons as- 
signed by the proponents of the proposed 
rule change to justify their position. I 
respectfully submit that for the reasons 
I have already stated none of those argu- 
ments made in favor of the rules changes 
Is valid. I shall now devote myself to 
showing that the history of our country 
shows the advisability of having safe- 
guards which will prevent hasty and im- 
patient and intemperate action by those 
in positions of authority. It was my 
purpose to refer to American history for 
a striking illustration of the desirability, 
nay, the necessity, of protecting the peo- 
ple of this Nation against impatient and 
intemperate actions on the part of their 
officials. 

Rule XXn of the Senate is one of the 
few restraints left. Many of the great 
Senators of the past have stated that no 
good legislation has ever been prevented 
by the rule of the Senate permitting free 
debate, but that, on the contrary, much 
bad legislation has been prevented by 
this rule. 

I call attention to a similar rule that 
Is in the Constitution of the United 
States. First I wish to read from section 
4 of article H of the Constitution these 
words: 

The President, Vic© President and all civil 
officers of the States, shall be removed from 
office on impeachment for. and conviction of, 
treason, bribery, or other high crimes and 
misdemeanors. 

It will be noted that t)iis paragraph in 
the Constitution sets forth three condi- 
tions, and three conditions only, for. 
which a President, a Vice President, or 
a civil officer of the United States can be 
Impeached. They are: treason, bribery, 
or other high crimes and misdemeanors. 

The other provisions of the Constitu- 
tion relating to Impeachment are found 
in subsections 6 and 7 of section 3 of 
article I of the Constitution. I read sub- 
section 6 of section 3 of article I: 

The 8enate shall have the solo power to 
try all impeachment*. When Bitting for that 
purpose, they shall be on oath or affirma- 
tion. When the President of the United 
State* la tried, the Chief Justice shall pre- 
side: And no person shall be convicted with- 
out the concurrence of two-thlrda of the 
Members present. 


Subsection 7 of section 3 of article I 
reads as follows : 

Judgment In cases of impeachment shall 
not extend further than to removal from 
offloe, and disqualification to hold and enjoy 
any office of honor, trust, or profit under the 
United State* : but the party convicted shall 
nevertheless bo liable and subject to indict- 
ment, trial, judgment, and punishment, ac- 
cording to law. 

I shall later discuss these constitu- 
tional provisions in more detail. At pres- 
ent, however, I wish to emphasize that 
the provision of subsection 6 of section 
3 of article I of the Constitution, which 
prescribes that “no person shajl be con- 
victed without the concurrence of two- 
thirds of the Members present,” is the 
only tiling which saved the United States 
at one of the most crucial hourB of its 
history from witnessing a total blackout 
of constitutional government. 

In speaking for the retention of rule 
XXII in its present form, I say it is not 
beyond the realm of possibility that the 
two-thirds provision of rule XXII may 
serve like subsection 0, section 3, article I 
of the Constitution, and some day again 
prevent a total blackout of constitutional 
government in the United States. 

The scene which I propose to discuss 
in this connection was enacted in this 
very Senate Chamber. If it had not been 
for the two-thirds provision of subsec- 
tion 6, section 3, article I, and the courage 
of a handful of Senators, constitutional 
government In the United States would 
have been destroyed on the very floor of 
the Senate. 

Irt order to discuss this subject, I shall 
have to go back a little into American 
history. On one occasion on this conti- 
nent and in tills Nation a terrible fratri- 
cidal war occurred, in which thousands 
of the flower of the youth of our land, 
both in the South and in the North, died. 
My study of American history has con- 
vinced me that that terrible war and its 
carnage would never have occurred if it 
had not been for Intemperate and impa- 
tient men Irt the North and impatient 
and intemperate men in the South. If 
ever there was an event which ought to 
teach all Americans the virtue of pa- 
tience, It was that terrible war and the 
terrible carnage it caused. 

One of the great men in American 
history was Abraham Lincoln. I often 
wonder what would have happened to 
Lincoln, after Lee’s sunehdor, tf he had 
not fallen by an assassin’s bullet. I sus- 
pect that perhaps he would have been 
more maligned at the hands of Members 
of Congress and at the hands of the 
American press than any other man in 
our history. Sometimes .a tragic event, 
such as Lincoln’s assassination, spares 
the man who suffers such an event from 
great future tragedy. Abraham Lin- 
coln was a merciful man. He was a man 
who loved his fellow men. 

After the surrender of Lee at Appo- 
mattox, the question naturally arose as 
to what was to be done to adjust the 
relations between the Union and the 11 
Confederate States. Lincoln had a very 
fine plan for the rebuilding of the rela- 
tionship between the Union and the 11 
so-called Confederate States. I shall 
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